














　In this paper, we contend that the idea of re-establishing the social contract, which is often cited in discourse on 
the welfare state, not only serves as an analogy, but also has significance with respect to institutional mechanisms 
and provides possibilities for policy ideas.
　The root of this issue is how to guarantee the independent agreements of individuals who do not share the 
same time or space .Welfare states have been supported by the premise that individual reasonableness would be 
converted to societal reasonableness. In response to a weakening of this condition, policy theories arose that were 
derived from the idea of social contract. While this holds possibilities for connecting to different points in time and 
space, it is not without limitations.
　We review the possibilities of and methods for enhancing the conversion between levels and time-space 
connections by leveraging the potentials of the institution of contracts and we discuss the concept of institutional 
support that focuses on promoting the guaranty of other individual's actions.
　The notion of re-establishing the social contract carries the possibility of developing a policy that would promote 
external orientation toward engaging in social capital, and being oriented toward the long-term perspective of 
participants.
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